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distributed to the nenbers yet, Senator Schmit?
SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Schmit, would you respond.

SENATOR SCHNI T: No, it has not been. N. Cderk, did I ask that
it be printed or not?

CLERK: Thi s amendment, Senator? No, sir.

SENATOR SCHNIT: Okay, I'msorry. | did not have it printed.
SENATOR LANDIS: N . Speaker, nmenbers of the Legislature, I'm
taking a | ook at the amendnment now. | guess |' Il have to read

it since we can't otherwise see it since it's not on our desk.
It is an amendnent to existing statute 28-907 which is the fal se
reporting section of our statutes. Now t hat statute already
makes it illegal to falsely report to a police officer or an
official on an investigation if there is a knowi ngly false
statement In an emergency situation, to g hospital. or an
ambul ance conpany that involves danger to life or property, s
you cause information by telephonic or nmechanical neans to a
fire departnment which is false and this is the new section
Section E, | guess this is your only chance to see it or hear I't
| guess, hear it | guess, subsection E, furnishes information he
or she knows to be false to a special commttee of th
Legi sl ature, including senators on the commttee a{W& counsel an
SpeCI al InveStIgatOI’S tO the Conmttee, W|th the | ntent to
instigate or inpede an investigation by the committee. opnemore
tine, furnishes infornmation he or she knows to be false to a
special comrittee of the Legislature, including senators on the

ccvmttee and counsel and special investigators to the
committee, with the intent to instigate or impede  an
i nvestigation by the comittee. I woul d have a questionfor

Senator Schnit only because | recall the Supreme Court gecision
with respect to testinony given pefore the Legislature with
respect to the Paul Dougl as inpeachment. vygyu m ght recall that
at that time, Douglas, while under oath, testified to a fact
with respect to | think it was his tax paying which later
subsequent information found to be false and whichthere was
then a crimnal charge brought for perjury, not for false
reporting, but for perjury, before the Lancaster County District
Court . Originally he was found guilty, it noved up to the
Suprenme Court, the Suprene Court vacated the judgment pas-q on
the fact that the oath that was given and broken was not
required to be made under law. (One of ny questions is does this
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